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Abstract: CDK8 and CDK19 Mediator kinases are transcriptional co-regulators implicated in several
types of cancer. Small-molecule CDK8/19 inhibitors have recently entered or are entering clinical trials,
starting with breast cancer and acute myeloid leukemia (AML). To identify other cancers where these
novel drugs may provide benefit, we queried genomic and transcriptomic databases for potential
impact of CDK8, CDK19, or their binding partner CCNC. sgRNA analysis of a panel of tumor cell
lines showed that most tumor types represented in the panel, except for some central nervous system
tumors, were not dependent on these genes. In contrast, analysis of clinical samples for alterations in
these genes revealed a high frequency of gene amplification in two highly aggressive subtypes of
prostate cancer and in some cancers of the GI tract, breast, bladder, and sarcomas. Analysis of survival
correlations identified a group of cancers where CDK8 expression correlated with shorter survival
(notably breast, prostate, cervical cancers, and esophageal adenocarcinoma). In some cancers (AML,
melanoma, ovarian, and others), such correlations were limited to samples with a below-median
tumor mutation burden. These results suggest that Mediator kinases are especially important in
cancers that are driven primarily by transcriptional rather than mutational changes and warrant an
investigation of their role in additional cancer types.
Keywords: CDK8; CDK19; Cyclin C; cancer genomics; survival correlations
1. Introduction
The Mediator kinase CDK8 and its paralog CDK19, together with their binding partner Cyclin
C (CCNC), have been implicated through experimental studies in several malignancies, including
cancers of the colon [1–3], breast [4–7], prostate [8], pancreas [9], melanoma [10], and leukemias [11,12].
A number of small-molecule CDK8/19 inhibitors have been developed [13]. Such inhibitors showed
potentially beneficial effects on leukemia cell proliferation [11,12], tumor invasion [9,14], metastasis [3],
or tumor response to other anti-cancer drugs [4,6]. These effects of CDK8/19 inhibitors have been
demonstrated in several in vivo models, including lung [4], breast [6], colon [3], prostate cancers [15],
and leukemia [11]. The first clinical trials of Mediator kinase inhibitors have been conducted in estrogen
receptor–positive breast cancers (ClinicalTrials.gov Identifier: NCT03065010) and should be initiated
soon in acute myeloid leukemia (AML). It is now becoming imperative to identify other types of cancer
and categories of patients who could benefit from this new class of drugs.
Unlike better-known member of the cyclin-dependent kinase (CDK) family—such as CDK1,
CDK2, and CDK4/6—CDK8/19 do not mediate cell cycle progression but are only involved in
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transcription [16,17]. Furthermore, in contrast to the best-known transcriptional CDKs, such as CDK7
and CDK9, CDK8/19 activity is not required for transcription in general and does not affect normal
cell growth. Instead, CDK8/19 regulate transcription in a selective gene-specific context, primarily
enhancing the induction of silent genes as they become activated by various transcription factors [18].
Since CDK8/19 regulate transcription but not cell cycle progression, very few cancers, primarily a subset
of leukemias [11], were found to require CDK8/19 for their proliferation. On the other hand, selective
CDK8/19 inhibitors showed a variety of therapeutic activities in vivo that are not based on the inhibition
of tumor cell proliferation, such as suppression of tumor-promoting effects of chemotherapy-induced
DNA damage of host tissues [4], selective inhibition of metastatic but not primary growth of colon
cancers [3], and potentiation of in vivo effects of doxorubicin [4] or fulvestrant [6]. With this emerging
picture, it seems unlikely that cancers where CDK8/19 inhibitors would have a beneficial impact will
be defined as those that are growth-suppressed in vitro by CDK8/19 inhibition. On the other hand,
potential target cancers could be identified through informatic analysis of clinical data, which may
reveal tumor types where CDK8/19 or their binding partner Cyclin C (CCNC) would be amplified or
overexpressed or where CDK8/19 expression would be associated with bad prognosis. In the present
study, we have analyzed the available genomic and transcriptomic databases to identify cancers where
Mediator kinases are likely to play essential roles.
2. Materials and Methods
DepMap (https://depmap.org/portal/) analysis of the dependency of a panel of tumor cell lines
on individual genes [19,20] was conducted using the most recent (May 2019) CRISPR (Avana) Public
19Q2 and Combines RNAi (Broad, Novartis, Marcotte) databases.
cBioPortal for cancer genomics (https://www.cbioportal.org/) was used to query the alterations of
CDK8/CDK19/CCNC in clinical tumor samples at the DNA level and gene expression at the RNA level.
To maximize the likelihood of discovery of the alterations, DNA analysis was carried out using a set of
159 transcriptomic studies (TCGA- and non-TCGA) that were manually curated with no overlapping
samples (40,199 samples total). The TCGA dataset was used to query gene expression in different
cancers at the RNA level.
SurvExpress (http://bioinformatica.mty.itesm.mx:8080/Biomatec/SurvivaX.jsp) was used to analyze
gene expression in three equally sized risk groups in the curated SurvExpress dataset of microarray
data in 808 colon cancers.
For most of the tumor types the survival analysis was carried out using the Pan-Cancer datasets
of the www.kmplot.com online tool [21]. The Pan-Cancer dataset is based on the TCGA data
generated using the Illumina HiSeq 2000 platform with survival information derived from a previous
publication [22]. In the survival analysis, each cutoff between the lower and upper quartiles was
analyzed by Cox proportional hazards regression and the best performing cutoff was used in the final
analysis. Kaplan-Meier survival plots were derived to visualize the survival curves, and hazard rates
were computed to numerically depict the difference between the two cohorts. The analyses were
performed using the “survival” package in the R statistical environment (http://www.r-project.org).
The final plots were formatted in Microsoft Excel using the WinStat 2019 extension (R Fitch Software,
Cambridge, MA, USA).
Tumor mutation burden (TMB) was determined for each sample by computing the total number of
mutated genes using the whole exome-sequencing data of the tumors. Genes with multiple mutations
were counted only once. The median number of mutations within the exome was computed separately
for each tumor type. Samples with higher mutation count were designated as TMB-high and those
with a lower mutation count as TMB-low. The correlation between survival and CDK8 expression was
analyzed in all samples combined and separately in TMB-high and -low samples.
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3. Results
3.1. Analysis of Tumor Cell Line Dependency on CDK8/CDK19/CCNC
For most classes of targeted drugs, an obvious approach to identifying potential target cancers
would be to screen a large panel of cell lines representing different tumor types for in vitro growth
inhibition by the drug. As a notable recent example, this approach was used to identify estrogen
receptor (ER)-positive breast cancer as a target disease for the inhibitors of CDK4/6 kinases essential
for cell cycle progression in G1 [23]. Following this analysis, CDK4/6 inhibitors underwent successful
trials and were rapidly approved for this disease [24]. Today, an online approach is available to predict
and approximate the results of such screening, thanks to the DepMap project conducted by the Broad
Institute in collaboration with the Wellcome Sanger Institute (www.depmap.org) [19,20]. In this project,
a comprehensive library of human genes has been knocked down or, more recently, knocked out
through CRISPR technology in large panels of human cell lines representing different types of cancer,
followed by enrichment/depletion analysis of gene-specific shRNAs or sgRNAs. The probability of
dependency of each cell line on the queried gene is represented as dependency scores, where the strong
negative values mark those cell lines where a given gene is especially important for growth or survival.
Figure 1 compares the overall distributions of DepMap dependency scores derived from CRISPR
analysis of a panel of 563 tumor cell lines and RNAi analysis of a panel of 713 cell lines, for cell cycle
CDKs (CDK1, CDK2, CDK4, and CDK6, left column), transcriptional CDKs (CDK7, CDK9, and CDK12,
middle column), and CDK8, CDK19, and CCNC (right column). In most cases, as expected, CRISPR
knockout produced much stronger effects than partial knockdown by RNAi. Analysis of cell cycle
CDKs identified CDK1 as a “common essential” gene, with the majority of cell lines of different types
dependent on CDK1 in both panels. CDK2 is classified as “common essential” by CRISPR analysis
but RNAi analysis classifies it as “strongly selective” (this selectivity pertains to ovarian cancer, not
shown). Strikingly, CDK4, the primary target of CDK4/6 inhibitors that showed a major clinical impact
in ER-positive breast cancers, was classified as “strongly selective” in both CRISPR and RNAi panels,
with the selectivity primarily associated with ER-positive cell lines, Ewing sarcoma and breast cancer
(not shown). CDK6 was classified as “strongly selective” by RNAi (but not CRISPR) analysis (Figure 1),
with selectivity for hematopoietic malignancies (not shown).
CRISPR knockout of the most commonly targeted transcriptional CDKs, CDK7, and CDK9,
showed drastic growth inhibition in almost all the cell lines, classifying these genes as “common
essential.” On the other hand, shRNA knockdown of CDK7 and CDK9 had much weaker growth
inhibitory effects, ranking these as neither “common essential” nor “strong selectivity.” Another
transcriptional CDK that has garnered recent attention, CDK12, produced similar results in the CRISPR
and RNAi analysis, with almost all the cell lines showing moderate dependency on CDK12, with no
apparent strong selectivity (Figure 1).
We then queried DepMap CRISPR and RNAi databases for dependency on CDK8, CDK19, and
CCNC (Cyclin C). Remarkably, analysis of co-dependency among all the genes revealed that CDK8
showed the highest co-dependency with CCNC and vice versa (Pearson correlation 0.51) in the CRISPR
database, indicating biological validity of this analysis (in the case of CDK19, no genes showed
co-dependency with a Pearson correlation above 0.30). However, the knockout or knockdown of
CDK8 or CDK19 showed the weakest overall growth-inhibitory activity among all the CDKs. The
knockout (but not the knockdown) of CCNC, the common binding partner of both CDK8 and CDK19,
and possibly CDK3, had a somewhat stronger growth inhibitory effect (Figure 1). Some tumor type
selectivity was suggested by this analysis, with the strongest dependency detected for CDK8 by CRSPR
assays in tumors of the central nervous system (designated Med Group 3) (Figure 2), and among the
other enriched lineages, hematopoietic malignancies were identified as dependent on CDK19 by RNAi
analysis (Figure 2).
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Figure 1. DepMap analysis of the dependency of tumor cell line panels in CRISPR (blue) and RNAi 
(violet) databases on the indicated CDKs. X-axis: dependency scores. Left column: cell cycle CDKs. 
Middle column: transcriptional CDKs. Right column: CDK8, CDK19, and CCNC. 
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Figure 1. DepMap analysis of the dependency of tumor cell line panels in CRISPR (blue) and RNAi
(violet) databases on the indicated CDKs. X-axis: dependency scores. Left column: cell cycle CDKs.
Middle column: transcriptional CDKs. Right column: CDK8, CDK19, and CCNC.
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3.2. Analysis of CDK8/CDK19/CCNC Alterations and Expression in Clinical Cancers
Our subsequent analysis concentrated on the data from clinical tumor samples rather than cell
lines. Using the cBioPortal for cancer genomics (https://www.cbioportal.org/) [25], we queried the
alterations of CDK8/CDK19/CCNC in clinical samples at the DNA level. This analysis was carried
out using a set of 40,199 non-overlapping tumor samples. Figure 3 shows the distribution of different
alterations of these three genes (gene amplification, deep deletions, mutations, fusions, multiple
alterations) in various subtypes of different cancers that were represented by at least 50 samples per
subtype and showed combined alteration frequencies of at least 3%.
The greatest alteration frequency for one or more of these genes was observed in prostate
neuroendocrine cancers and in castration-resistant prostate cancers (CRPC), where gene amplification
was found in 19.6% (11/56) and 18.6% (13/70) samples, respectively (data from [26]). A substantial
fraction (4.7%) of prostate adenocarcinomas (not further classified) showed deep deletions of one
or more of these three genes, but no such deletions were found in the CRPC or neuroendocrine
prostate cancer subtypes. Neuroendocrine prostate cancers and CRPC also showed the highest
frequency of gene amplification for CDK8, CDK19, and CCNC individually (Figure 3). After these
two subtypes of prostate cancer, gene amplification of one or more of CDK8, CDK19, and CCNC was
most common in several subtypes of cancers of the GI tract (tubular stomach adenocarcinoma (5%),
colon adenocarcinoma (3.9%), intestinal type stomach adenocarcinoma (3.7%), rectal adenocarcinoma
(3.6%)), as well as dedifferentiated liposarcoma (4.8%), bladder/urinary tract cancer (4.11%), and breast
invasive ductal carcinoma (3%) (Figure 3).
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were found is shown in Figure 4. Examination of alterations in different cancers shows that CDK8, 
CDK19 and CCNC can be amplified or deleted either independently of each other or in combinations. 
In particular, CCNC and CDK19, both of which are located on chromosome 6 (6q16.2 and 6q21, 
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Figure 3. c i rt l l sis f fre e cies of the in icate alterations of 8, 19, and
(gene a plification red, deep deletion blue, mutation green) among different cancer subtypes. The
anal sis as carrie o t usi a set of 159 studies that were manual y curated ith no overlapping
sa ples (40,199 sa ples total).
Detailed “oncoprint” representation of CDK8/CDK19/CCNC alterations in all the types of cancer
in the TCGA database [27] and in specific cancer types where the greatest numbers of alterations
were found is shown in Figure 4. Examination of alterations in different cancers shows that CDK8,
CDK19 and CCNC can be amplified or deleted either independently of each other or in combinations.
In particular, CCNC and CDK19, both of which are located on chromosome 6 (6q16.2 and 6q21,
respectively), are frequently co-amplified or co-deleted. However, there are also cases where CCNC
(with or without CDK19) was co-amplified or co-deleted with CDK8, which is located on another
chromosome (13q12.13), indicating combined selective pressure on the binding partners. In particular,
co-amplification of CDK8 with CCNC and/or CDK19 was found in some cases of prostate and breast
cancer. Among the GI tract cancers, CDK8 was amplified much more frequently than CDK19 or CCNC
(Figure 4), with no a plification of CDK19 or CCNC found in colon cancers (not shown). In contrast,
CDK8, CDK19, and CCNC showed similar amplification frequencies in breast cancers and sarcomas.
Among other cancer types with relatively frequent alterations of CDK8, CDK19, or CCNC, we note
cancers of the uterus, where mutations of these genes were found more frequently than in the other
cancer types (Figure 4); most of these were missense mutations of unknown significance (Figure 4).
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3.3. Analysis of Survival Correlations for CDK8/CDK19/CCNC
With this information, we investigated whether the levels of CDK8/CDK19/CCNC RNA expression
in the tumors would show correlations with patient survival. We have previously carried out such
analysis for breast cancer, showing that CDK8 and related genes were associated with the failure
of systemic therapy in all the principal molecular subtypes of breast cancer [5]. The analysis was
now carried out using RNA-Seq data in the Pan-Cancer dataset of Kaplan-Maier plotter [28] website
(kmplot.com) as well as TCGA RNA-Seq data from other cancers that are not yet available at that
website but have been analyzed by the same methodology. The results of this analysis for correlations
of gene expression with the overall survival (OS) and relapse-free survival (RFS) (or with biochemical
relapse (BCR) in the case of prostate cancer) are summarized in Table 1. The analysis was aimed at
maximizing the number of cancer types that may be potentially affected by CDK8/19 and that would
therefore warrant further investigation, rather than to draw definitive conclusions about the role of
CDK8/19 in specific cancers. For this reason, correction for multiple hypothesis testing was omitted
from the analysis. CDK8 expression in most cases showed the strongest survival correlations. CDK19
expression frequently showed similar correlations to CDK8, whereas CCNC expression often showed
discordant correlations from CDK8 and CDK19 (Table 1).
Figure 6 presents examples of KM plots showing some of the strongest survival correlations for
CDK8 expression, including correlations with shorter BCR for prostate cancer and with shorter OS
for breast and cervical cancers and esophageal adenocarcinoma. In contrast, CDK8 expression was
correlated with longer OS in esophageal squamous cell carcinoma (Figure 6). Surprisingly, despite the
well-documented prognostic impact of CDK8 protein in colon cancer [29], no significant correlations
with OS or RFS were detected in the colon cancer RNA-Seq dataset (Table 1). On the other hand,
analysis of microarray data (which is available with a longer follow-up than RNA-Seq data) in the
curated SurvExpress dataset (http://bioinformatica.mty.itesm.mx:8080/Biomatec/SurvivaX.jsp) of 808
colon cancers shows that expression of CDK8 and CDK19 (but not CCNC) was progressively increased
among patients separated into three risk groups according to disease-specific survival (Figure 7).
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Table 1. Correlations of CDK8/CDK19/CCNC expression with patient survival in different types of
cancer (OS, overall survival; RFS, relapse-free survival; BCR, biochemical relapse). The correlations for
most cancers were derived using Kaplan-Meyer plotter Pan-Cancer RNA-Seq dataset and for a subset
of cancers (AML, colon, melanoma, glioblastoma, glioma, prostate) from the available RNA-Seq data as
described in Materials and Methods. The hazard ratio (HR) and p values are in black when the gene
expression correlates with shorter survival and in green when it correlates with longer survival. p
values < 0.05 are boldfaced. The p values do not include correction for multiple hypothesis testing.
Cancer Type/Gene CDK8 CDK19 CCNC
n HR logrankp HR
logrank
p HR
logrank
p
Acute myeloid leukemia OS 132 0.63 0.049 0.6 0.026 0.61 0.045
Bladder Carcinoma
OS 405 1.34 0.063 0.71 0.023 1.37 0.042
RFS 187 1.83 0.091 4.87 0.004 2.68 0.024
Breast cancer
OS 1090 1.61 0.0031 1.43 0.038 1.62 0.01
RFS 255 1.75 0.0095 1.59 0.032 1.29 0.26
Colon cancer
OS 293 1.34 0.26 0.73 0.21 0.64 0.066
RFS 109 2.1 0.14 0.59 0.27 0.42 0.079
Cutaneous melanoma OS 458 1.26 0.093 0.58 0.00048 0.59 0.00046
Esophageal Squamous Cell Carcinoma OS 81 0.21 0.00053 0.48 0.072 0.53 0.11
RFS 54 2.57 0.19 1.49 0.42 2.06 0.25
Glioblastoma OS 152 0.66 0.022 1.28 0.24 0.63 0.019
Head-neck squamous cell carcinoma OS 500 1.46 0.008 0.6 0.0026 1.53 0.0028
RFS 124 1.49 0.32 0.43 0.11 2.45 0.016
Kidney renal clear cell carcinoma OS 530 1.32 0.11 0.49
5.7 ×
10−6 0.64 0.0028
RFS 117 0.3 0.017 NA* 0.027 0.16 0.045
Kidney renal papillary cell carcinoma OS 288 0.68 0.2 2 0.02 1.57 0.15
RFS 183 1.51 0.38 1.72 0.17 2.18 0.041
Liver hepatocellular carcinoma OS 71 1.68 0.0059 1.74 0.002 1.25 0.21
RFS 316 1.38 0.051 2.14 9.1 ×10−6 1.28 0.14
Low grade glioma OS 406 0.43 0.00025 1.43 0.058 1.91 0.0012
RFS 131 1.33 0.53 0.38 0.034 0.34 0.017
Lung adenocarcinoma OS 513 1.51 0.0092 0.72 0.07 1.35 0.1
RFS 300 1.53 0.049 1.34 0.17 0.83 0.38
Lung squamous cell carcinoma OS 501 1.11 0.44 0.76 0.046 0.86 0.29
RFS 300 1.49 0.14 2.28 0.015 1.63 0.14
Ovarian cancer
OS 374 1.27 0.072 1.52 0.0015 0.69 0.023
RFS 177 0.7 0.064 1.49 0.026 0.89 0.54
Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma
OS 177 1.27 0.25 1.2 0.4 0.8 0.3
RFS 69 2.42 0.1 5.31 0.013 1.62 0.25
Pheochromocytoma and Paraganglioma OS 178 NA* 0.11 13.46 0.0029 4.65 0.052
RFS 159 7.96 0.033 0.24 0.18 3.18 0.29
Prostate adenocarcinoma
OS 494 4.36 0.019 0.58 0.4 0.48 0.35
BCR 337 2.46 0.011 2.09 0.039 0.44 0.082
Rectum adenocarcinoma
OS 165 0.59 0.24 0.54 0.12 0.28 0.014
RFS 47 5.37 0.031 NA* 0.16 0.11 0.027
Sarcoma
OS 259 1.55 0.031 1.41 0.09 1.79 0.0038
RFS 152 0.71 0.17 1.57 0.074 0.58 0.068
Stomach adenocarcinoma
OS 375 0.55 0.0011 0.81 0.21 0.81 0.21
RFS 215 0.32 0.00037 1.45 0.3 0.78 0.46
Testicular Germ Cell Tumor
OS 134 0.1 0.015 NA* 0.098 5.09 0.12
RFS 105 2.37 0.046 0.59 0.19 5.15 0.0029
Thymoma OS 119 0.28 0.061 0.07 0.00005 0.15 0.0037
Thyroid carcinoma OS 502 0.67 0.43 0.26 0.055 2.1 0.14
RFS 353 2.17 0.14 2.19 0.047 0.4 0.12
Uterine corpus endometrial carcinoma OS 543 1.89 0.0037 1.66 0.023 0.63 0.059
RFS 422 1.43 0.22 1.88 0.038 1.57 0.1
* number of events too low to compute a statistically valid HR value.
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Figure 7. Levels of CDK8/CDK19/CCNC expression in three equal-size groups of colon cancers patients
stratified by increasing risk, in the curated SurvExpress dataset (http://bioinformatica.mty.itesm.mx:
8080/Biomatec/SurvivaX.jsp) of 808 colon cancers.
Surprisingly, neither survival correlations nor the analysis of CDK8/CDK19/CCNC gene alterations
or expression provided any rationale for using CDK8/19 inhibitors to target acute myeloid leukemia
(AML), the only disease where a subset of cell lines was found to be highly susceptible to
anti-proliferative effects of CDK8/19 inhibition [11,12]. In fact, CDK8/CDK19/CCNC expression in
AML was correlated with longer survival (Table 1). Therefore, we have analyzed survival correlations
of CDK8 expression in AML samples stratified by different criteria. One of these criteria was tumor
mutation burden (TMB), determined in tumor samples that were analyzed by DNA exome sequencing.
Above-median numbers of mutated genes per sample (based on the mutation frequency calculated
for each tumor type) were defined as high-TMB and below-median levels as low-TMB. When AML
samples were separated by this criterion, CDK8 expression was found to correlate with longer OS in
samples with high TMB and with shorter OS in samples with low TMB (Figure 8). Stratification into
groups with high and low TMB revealed other cancers where CDK8 expression became a marker of
shorter OS only in tumors with low TMB, namely melanoma, ovarian adenocarcinoma and renal clear
cell carcinoma (Figure 8). Similar correlations were seen in pancreatic cancer and sarcomas albeit the
correlations with shorter OS in low-TMB samples showed p values > 0.05 (not shown). Stratification
by TMB didn’t change the nature of CDK8 correlations in other cancer types.
Cells 2019, 8, 821 12 of 16
Cells 2019, 8, x FOR PEER REVIEW 12 of 16 
 
 
Figure 8. KM plots correlating CDK8 expression with OS in the indicated tumor types stratified into 
samples with high or low mutation burden. The high/low mutation burden cutoff for AML was 10 
mutated genes per sample, for melanoma 272, for ovarian cancer 79 and for renal clear cell cancer 47. 
Figure 8. KM plots correlating CDK8 expression with OS in the indicated tumor types stratified into
samples with high or low mutation burden. The high/low mutation burden cutoff for AML was 10
mutated genes per sample, for melanoma 272, for ovarian cancer 79 and for renal clear cell cancer 47.
Cells 2019, 8, 821 13 of 16
4. Discussion
The analysis presented above highlights some unique aspects of Mediator kinases as cancer drug
targets. In contrast to most targets of tumor-suppressive drugs (such as, for example, CDK4/6), very few
tumor cell lines showed pronounced dependency on CDK8/CDK19/CCNC in DepMap analysis. Hence,
the results of this analysis suggest that growth inhibition of tumor cell lines is not a very productive
approach to identifying disease targets for CDK8/19 inhibitors. This conclusion agrees, in particular,
with the experimental results obtained in colon cancer, where CDK8 has been identified as a frequently
amplified oncogene and a negative prognostic marker [1,29] but CDK8/19 inhibitors did not suppress
in vitro growth even of those cell lines where CDK8 was amplified or overexpressed. Nevertheless,
small-molecule CDK8/19 inhibitors did show beneficial therapeutic effects in colon cancer models but
these effects were observed only in vivo and specifically when targeting metastatic growth of colon
cancers in the liver [3]. Hence, it stands to reason that the analysis of the role of the Mediator kinase in
different cancers should take in account primarily in vivo correlations.
Analysis of CDK8/CDK19/CCNC alterations identified several cancer subtypes where these genes
were frequently altered. The alterations included gene amplification, which is the alteration most likely
to indicate a role for a gene in carcinogenesis and tumor progression, deep deletions that could be
indicative of a tumor suppressor, as well as mutations in these genes. Both deletions and amplifications
were especially notable among prostate cancers, where increasing expression of CDK19 and CDK8
has been shown to be associated with carcinogenesis and acquisition of the largely incurable CRPC
phenotype [8]. Two treatment-resistant subtypes of prostate cancer, CRPC and neuroendocrine prostate
cancers, showed the highest (close to 20%) amplification frequencies of one or more of these genes.
On the other hand, a substantial fraction (close to 5%) of prostate cancers that did not belong to these
two subtypes showed deep deletions of CDK8/CDK19/CCNC, suggesting that such deletions may
indicate a particular subtype of prostate cancers where the Mediator kinase plays the opposite role to
its carcinogenesis-associated effects in the majority of these tumors.
Other cancers with a relatively high frequency of gene amplification included GI cancers, among
which colon cancers, in particular, showed a unique specificity of gene amplification for CDK8 over
CDK19, in agreement with the original report [1]. The other cancers with a substantial frequency
of CDK8/CDK19/CCNC gene amplification were breast cancers and sarcomas. On the other hand,
uterine cancers were unique in showing a high frequency of point mutations in CDK8/CDK19/CCNC.
Notably, the latter cancers are also characterized by frequent mutations of MED12 [30], a protein
that interacts with the Mediator kinase in the CDK module of the Mediator, although MED12 also
has Mediator-independent functions in the cytoplasm [31]. The impact of the CDK8/CDK19/CCNC
mutations found in uterine cancers is unknown, but we note that uterine cancers were also one of the
types that showed correlations between the expression of CDK8 and CDK19 and shorter survival.
Analysis of TCGA RNA expression data for these three genes showed that CDK8 expression
was the most variable, including cases with an apparent silencing of this gene. In contrast, CDK19
RNA expression was relatively uniform among different cancers, with a prominent elevation in
prostate cancers, where CDK19 has been already identified as a marker of carcinogenesis and tumor
progression [8]. Interestingly, the RNA levels of CDK19 were generally much higher than those of
CDK8. In contrast, at the protein level, CDK19 expression in tumor cell lines (other than prostate
cancer) is generally much lower than the expression of CDK8 (our unpublished data), suggesting
post-transcriptional regulation of CDK19.
Given the high range of CDK8 expression in tumor samples, it is not surprising that CDK8 RNA
levels also showed the best correlations with decreased survival in several tumor types. In addition to
confirming the previously reported survival correlations for breast and prostate cancers [6,8], several
new tumor types showed a correlation between higher CDK8 levels and shorter survival, suggesting
that these cancers could be potential targets for CDK8/19 inhibitor therapy. These include cervical
cancer, esophageal adenocarcinoma, lung adenocarcinoma, liver hepatocellular carcinoma, head and
neck squamous cell carcinoma, uterine endometrial carcinoma, and sarcomas. Interestingly, colon
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cancers for which CDK8 correlations with shorter survival have been reported at the protein level [8]
did not show such correlations in the RNA-Seq database, although CDK8 expression was associated
with higher risk in the microarray database, where longer follow-up times were available for survival
correlations. In addition to this difference between microarray and RNA-Seq databases, regulation of
CDK8 expression at protein level in colon cancers cannot be ruled out.
Remarkably, some cancers, in particular stomach adenocarcinoma and esophageal squamous cell
carcinoma, showed the opposite correlations for CDK8 expression, as it was associated with longer
patient survival, suggesting that the Mediator kinase may play a tumor-suppressive role in such
cancers. It was especially surprising that CDK8 and CDK19 expression showed correlations (albeit
weak) with a longer rather than shorter survival in AML, the only disease where a large subset of
cell lines was found to be highly susceptible in vitro to CDK8/19 inhibitors [11,12]. We have found,
however, that stratifying cancers by high and low mutation burden changes the correlation of CDK8
expression from shorter to longer survival. CDK8 expression was associated with shorter survival
among cancers with below-median mutation burden, not only in AML but also in melanoma, ovarian
adenocarcinoma and renal clear cell carcinoma. The observed association of the impact of CDK8
in cancers with low mutation burden is reasonable, since CDK8 regulates transcription and may be
expected therefore to have a greater impact in those cancers that are driven primarily by changes in
gene expression rather than mutations.
The identification of cancer types where CDK8/CDK19/CCNC are frequently amplified or where
their expression correlates with survival suggests a potential role of CDK8/19 in the pathogenesis of
such cancers or their treatment response, but it does not automatically mean that such cancers will
respond to CDK8/19 inhibitor therapy. Nevertheless, the new correlations identified here provide an
obvious impetus for investigating the role of this regulator in the affected types of cancer through
detailed pathological analysis and in vivo tumor model studies.
Author Contributions: Conceptualization, E.V.B., I.B.R., B.G., and M.S.S.; software, B.G.; writing—original draft
preparation, I.B.R., E.V.B., Z.T.M., and B.G.; writing—review and editing, M.S.S., M.C., and A.A.S.
Funding: This research was funded by NIH P30GM103336 (EVB, MSS, IBR) and Megagrant (Agreement
№14.W03.31.0020 between the Ministry of Science and Education of the Russian Federation and Institute
of Gene Biology, Russian Academy of Sciences) (IBR, AAS). BG was funded by the NVKP_16-1-2016-0037,
2018-1.3.1-VKE-2018-00032 and KH-129581 grants of the National Research, Development and Innovation
Office, Hungary.
Conflicts of Interest: I.B.R. is Founder and President and M.C. and E.V.B. are consultants of Senex Biotechnology,
Inc.; other authors declare no conflict of interest.
References
1. Firestein, R.; Bass, A.J.; Kim, S.Y.; Dunn, I.F.; Silver, S.J.; Guney, I.; Freed, E.; Ligon, A.H.; Vena, N.; Ogino, S.;
et al. CDK8 is a colorectal cancer oncogene that regulates beta-catenin activity. Nature 2008, 455, 547–551.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Adler, A.S.; McCleland, M.L.; Truong, T.; Lau, S.; Modrusan, Z.; Soukup, T.M.; Roose-Girma, M.;
Blackwood, E.M.; Firestein, R. CDK8 Maintains Tumor Dedifferentiation and Embryonic Stem Cell
Pluripotency. Cancer Res. 2012, 72, 2129–2139. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Liang, J.; Chen, M.; Hughes, D.; Chumanevich, A.A.; Altilia, S.; Kaza, V.; Lim, C.-U.; Kiaris, H.; Mythreye, K.;
Pena, M.M.; et al. CDK8 Selectively Promotes the Growth of Colon Cancer Metastases in the Liver by
Regulating Gene Expression of TIMP3 and Matrix Metalloproteinases. Cancer Res. 2018, 78, 6594–6606.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Porter, D.C.; Farmaki, E.; Altilia, S.; Schools, G.P.; West, D.K.; Chen, M.; Chang, B.-D.; Puzyrev, A.T.; Lim, C.-U.;
Rokow-Kittell, R.; et al. Cyclin-dependent kinase 8 mediates chemotherapy-induced tumor-promoting
paracrine activities. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 13799–13804. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
5. Broude, E.V.; Gyo˝rffy, B.; Chumanevich, A.A.; Chen, M.; McDermott, M.S.J.; Shtutman, M.; Catroppo, J.F.;
Roninson, I.B. Expression of CDK8 and CDK8-interacting Genes as Potential Biomarkers in Breast Cancer.
Curr. Cancer Drug Targets 2015, 15, 739–749. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Cells 2019, 8, 821 15 of 16
6. McDermott, M.S.; Chumanevich, A.A.; Lim, C.-U.; Liang, J.; Chen, M.; Altilia, S.; Oliver, D.; Rae, J.M.;
Shtutman, M.; Kiaris, H.; et al. Inhibition of CDK8 mediator kinase suppresses estrogen dependent
transcription and the growth of estrogen receptor positive breast cancer. Oncotarget 2017, 8, 12558–12575.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]
7. Xu, D.; Li, C.-F.; Zhang, X.; Gong, Z.; Chan, C.-H.; Lee, S.-W.; Jin, G.; Rezaeian, A.-H.; Han, F.; Wang, J.; et al.
Skp2-MacroH2A1-CDK8 axis orchestrates G2/M transition, polyploidy and tumourigenesis. Nat. Commun.
2015, 6, 6641. [CrossRef]
8. Bragelmann, J.; Klumper, N.; Offermann, A.; von Massenhausen, A.; Bohm, D.; Deng, M.; Queisser, A.;
Sanders, C.; Syring, I.; Merseburger, A.S.; et al. Pan-Cancer Analysis of the Mediator Complex Transcriptome
Identifies CDK19 and CDK8 as Therapeutic Targets in Advanced Prostate Cancer. Clin Cancer Res. 2017, 23,
1829–1840. [CrossRef]
9. Xu, W.; Wang, Z.; Zhang, W.; Qian, K.; Li, H.; Kong, D.; Li, Y.; Tang, Y. Mutated K-ras activates CDK8
to stimulate the epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition in pancreatic cancer in part via the Wnt/β-catenin
signaling pathway. Cancer Lett. 2015, 356, 613–627. [CrossRef]
10. Kapoor, A.; Goldberg, M.S.; Cumberland, L.K.; Ratnakumar, K.; Segura, M.F.; Emanuel, P.O.; Menéndez, S.;
Vardabasso, C.; Leroy, G.; Vidal, C.I.; et al. The histone variant macroH2A suppresses melanoma progression
through regulation of CDK8. Nature 2010, 468, 1105–1109. [CrossRef]
11. Pelish, H.E.; Liau, B.B.; Nitulescu, I.I.; Tangpeerachaikul, A.; Poss, Z.C.; Da Silva, D.H.; Caruso, B.T.;
Arefolov, A.; Fadeyi, O.; Christie, A.L.; et al. Mediator Kinase Inhibition Further Activates Super-Enhancer
Associated Genes in AML. Nature 2015, 526, 273–276. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
12. Rzymski, T.; Mikula, M.; Z˙yłkiewicz, E.; Dreas, A.; Wiklik, K.; Gołas, A.; Wójcik, K.; Masiejczyk, M.;
Wróbel, A.; Dolata, I.; et al. SEL120-34A is a novel CDK8 inhibitor active in AML cells with high levels
of serine phosphorylation of STAT1 and STAT5 transactivation domains. Oncotarget 2017, 8, 33779–33795.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]
13. Philip, S.; Kumarasiri, M.; Teo, T.; Yu, M.; Wang, S. Cyclin-Dependent Kinase 8: A New Hope in Targeted
Cancer Therapy? J. Med. Chem. 2018, 61, 5073–5092. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
14. Serrao, A.; Jenkins, L.M.; Chumanevich, A.A.; Horst, B.; Liang, J.; Gatza, M.L.; Lee, N.Y.; Roninson, I.B.;
Broude, E.V.; Mythreye, K. Mediator kinase CDK8/CDK19 drives YAP1-dependent BMP4-induced EMT in
cancer. Oncogene 2018, 37, 4792–4808. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
15. Nakamura, A.; Nakata, D.; Kakoi, Y.; Kunitomo, M.; Murai, S.; Ebara, S.; Hata, A.; Hara, T. CDK8/19 inhibition
induces premature G1/S transition and ATR-dependent cell death in prostate cancer cells. Oncotarget 2018, 9,
13474–13487. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
16. Galbraith, M.D.; Donner, A.J.; Espinosa, J.M. CDK8: A positive regulator of transcription. Transcription 2010,
1, 4–12. [CrossRef]
17. Fant, C.B.; Taatjes, D.J. Regulatory functions of the Mediator kinases CDK8 and CDK19. Transcription 2019,
10, 76–90. [CrossRef]
18. Chen, M.; Liang, J.; Ji, H.; Yang, Z.; Altilia, S.; Hu, B.; Schronce, A.; McDermott, M.S.J.; Schools, G.P.;
Lim, C.-U.; et al. CDK8/19 Mediator kinases potentiate induction of transcription by NFκB. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA 2017, 114, 10208–10213. [CrossRef]
19. Boehm, J.S.; Golub, T.R. An ecosystem of cancer cell line factories to support a cancer dependency map. Nat.
Rev. Genet. 2015, 16, 373–374. [CrossRef]
20. Tsherniak, A.; Vazquez, F.; Montgomery, P.G.; Weir, B.A.; Kryukov, G.; Cowley, G.S.; Gill, S.; Harrington, W.F.;
Pantel, S.; Krill-Burger, J.M.; et al. Defining a Cancer Dependency Map. Cell 2017, 170, 564–576. [CrossRef]
21. Gyorffy, B.; Lanczky, A.; Eklund, A.C.; Denkert, C.; Budczies, J.; Li, Q.; Szallasi, Z. An online survival analysis
tool to rapidly assess the effect of 22,277 genes on breast cancer prognosis using microarray data of 1,809
patients. Breast Cancer Res. Treat. 2010, 123, 725–731. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
22. Liu, J.; Lichtenberg, T.M.; Hoadley, K.A.; Poisson, L.M.; Lazar, A.J.; Cherniack, A.D.; Kovatich, A.J.; Benz, C.C.;
Levine, D.A.; Lee, A.V.; et al. An Integrated TCGA Pan-Cancer Clinical Data Resource to Drive High-Quality
Survival Outcome Analytics. Cell 2018, 173, 400–416.e11. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
23. Finn, R.S.; Dering, J.; Conklin, D.; Kalous, O.; Cohen, D.J.; Desai, A.J.; Ginther, C.; Atefi, M.; Chen, I.; Fowst, C.;
et al. PD 0332991, a selective cyclin D kinase 4/6 inhibitor, preferentially inhibits proliferation of luminal
estrogen receptor-positive human breast cancer cell lines in vitro. Breast Cancer Res. 2009, 11, R77. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]
Cells 2019, 8, 821 16 of 16
24. O’Leary, B.; Finn, R.S.; Turner, N.C. Treating cancer with selective CDK4/6 inhibitors. Nat. Rev. Clin. Oncol.
2016, 13, 417–430. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
25. Cerami, E.; Gao, J.; Dogrusoz, U.; Gross, B.E.; Sumer, S.O.; Aksoy, B.A.; Jacobsen, A.; Byrne, C.J.; Heuer, M.L.;
Larsson, E.; et al. The cBio Cancer Genomics Portal: An Open Platform for Exploring Multidimensional
Cancer Genomics Data. Cancer Discov. 2012, 2, 401–404. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
26. Beltran, H.; Prandi, D.; Mosquera, J.M.; Benelli, M.; Puca, L.; Cyrta, J.; Marotz, C.; Giannopoulou, E.;
Chakravarthi, B.V.; Varambally, S.; et al. Divergent clonal evolution of castration resistant neuroendocrine
prostate cancer. Nat. Med. 2016, 22, 298–305. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
27. Weinstein, J.N.; Collisson, E.A.; Mills, G.B.; Shaw, K.M.; Ozenberger, B.A.; Ellrott, K.; Shmulevich, I.;
Sander, C.; Stuart, J.M. The Cancer Genome Atlas Pan-Cancer Analysis Project. Nat. Genet. 2013, 45,
1113–1120. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
28. Nagy, A.; Lánczky, A.; Menyhart, O.; Gyorffy, B. Validation of miRNA prognostic power in hepatocellular
carcinoma using expression data of independent datasets. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 9227. [CrossRef]
29. Firestein, R.; Shima, K.; Nosho, K.; Irahara, N.; Baba, Y.; Bojarski, E.; Giovannucci, E.L.; Hahn, W.C.;
Fuchs, C.S.; Ogino, S. CDK8 Expression in 470 Colorectal Cancers in Relation to β-Catenin Activation, Other
Molecular Alterations and Patient Survival. Int. J. Cancer 2010, 126, 2863–2873. [CrossRef]
30. Croce, S.; Chibon, F. MED12 and uterine smooth muscle oncogenesis: State of the art and perspectives. Eur.
J. Cancer 2015, 51, 1603–1610. [CrossRef]
31. Huang, S.; Hölzel, M.; Knijnenburg, T.; Schlicker, A.; Roepman, P.; Mc Dermott, U.; Garnett, M.; Grernrum, W.;
Sun, C.; Prahallad, A.; et al. MED12 Controls the Response to Multiple Cancer Drugs through Regulation of
TGF-β Receptor Signaling. Cell 2012, 151, 937–950. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
